As for violation of Article 8 of the European
Convention, the European Court checks whether there has been a balance of interests in cases of state interference. National courts are not always able to achieve a balance, because states are guided primarily by the provisions of national legislation, and do not analyze whether the interference was necessary in a democratic society and whether there was a balance of interests (Tereshkova, 2007) .
In some cases finding a balance is not easy.
In our opinion, in order to achieve a balance, it is necessary to take into account the extent to which the means for achieving a legitimate goal are correspondent to state intervention. In addition, this balance is multi-vector. The European The significance of the European Court's decisions for the legal system of the Russian Federation is actively discussed in the doctrine (Marchenko, 2006; Tereshkova, 2011; Zimnenko, 2010) . I share the position that taking into consideration the decisions of the European Court should not be regarded as a violation of the state sovereignty of the Russian Federation (Soboleva, 2012) . Recognition of the priority of norms and principles of international law results not from a decision on a particular case, but from Part 4 of Art. 15 of the RF Constitution, which once directly proclaimed that the principles and norms of international law are a constituent part in the Russian Federation legal system.
Methods
As for the main methods of research, the It is worth mentioning that the search for such a balance requires a broad analysis of the circumstances in each case. The law enforcer must answer the following questions, whether the intervention of the state is allowed by law, whether it is aimed at achieving a legitimate goal and whether such intervention is necessary to achieve a legitimate aim (Tereshkova, 2007) .
The notion of necessity implies that the intervention corresponds to an urgent social need and that it is commensurate with the legitimate aim pursued (Olsson v. Sweden, 1988: § 67) .
In most cases, the intervening state pursues legitimate aim, but not always the intervention is necessary in a democratic society. A similar situation has arisen in the case of Mizzi v. Malta (2006) . The applicant complained that it was impossible to challenge the presumption of his paternity, which was applied in his case.
Besides, he asserted that he was discriminated, because these stringent requirements and periods of limitation did not apply to other parties interested in paternity investigation. There has been a violation of Article 8 of the ECHR. In the Court's view, the fact that the applicant could not at any time contest his paternity was not relevant as regards the legitimate aim pursued. In the above cases, to determine the fair balance the criterion of the children's best interests was on the foreground. This factor was decisive when leaving the child with one of the parents. It is important to understand that in the confrontation of the parents' interests, not only their interests should be taken into account; they must be combined with the child's interests.
Therefore, all arguments presented by the parties should be considered in the context of ensuring the child's best interests.
Balance between the parents and children's interests
Some competition can arise between the parents' and the child's interests. Unfortunately, parents do not always keep the child's interests in mind. Sometimes this is due to a lack of interest on their part, in other cases, parents may be overwhelmed by their own problems or generally overburdened by the current situation (Maywald, 2016) . In such cases, it is also crucial to maintain a fair balance.
The duty of parents is the realization of the child's rights and interests. Meanwhile, parents and children are equal and independent subjects of rights, which means that each has independent interests, which in some cases may be opposite. 
The child's interests
More than once the European Court has stressed the special importance of the child's highest interests, which, depending on their nature, can prevail over the parents' interests.
And although this priority is not absolute, all other problems and interests should be weighed and correlated with the child's interests. Every time, while determining what is best for a child in a particular case, it is necessary to taking into account the circumstances. All factors that affect the welfare and development of the child should be taken into consideration, including the following: age, maturity, gender, physical and mental condition, family, social, financial situation, linguistic knowledge. If, in making a decision, the national authorities ignore or disdain the child's interests, the decision will not comply with the provisions of international standards that protect the children's rights (Cremer, 2012) . In the light of the above mentioned facts, the ECtHR concluded that the impugned decision was supported by sufficient grounds and that, given the legal framework, the Swedish authorities had reasonable grounds to believe that it was necessary to take the children into custody, inasmuch as the preliminary measures had been ineffective (Olsson v. Sweden, 1988: § 74) . Despite the fact that the authorities' actions to separate the children from their parents were correct, the European Court considered that placing children in various families violated their right to communicate, guaranteed by Art. The greatest significance is the child's interests, which in some cases may have priority over the interests of the parents.
In our opinion, the search for a balance of interests is an effective means and, perhaps, the only possible way of making decisions on complaints about violations of the right to respect for family life. Finding such a balance is weighing of the respective benefits and interests on the basis of the specific circumstances in each case.
Relying on the analysis of the practice of the European Court of Human Rights, the national courts must pay due consideration to the following circumstances:
• Intervening in the sphere of family relations, national authorities should not only follow a legitimate aim, but also try to find correspondent to this goal means.
• The balance of interests is multi-vector, that is, when it is sought, law enforcement should address the interests of all participants in family legal relations.
• Using only national legislation in making decisions can lead to the disbalance, as its provisions do not always correspond to modern standards.
• When resolving disputes affecting family relations, the widest possible list of circumstances relevant to the case should be taken into account.
• The protection of the right to respect for family life is not allowed when any of the participants in the family relationship is discriminated.
• Parents and children are equal and independent subjects of rights, which means that each has an independent interest that may not coincide.
• Depending on their nature, the children's interests can prevail over the parents' interests. 
